
PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas~ Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAI ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." · 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .... " · 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to detennine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission detennines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur~ 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature 
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County 

Date 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 

) & UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that " [b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that .. . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground SourceofDrinking Water [USDW] .. .. " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by DEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." · 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test .. . to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director e~D") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that .. no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas~ the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ID Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6,.Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

· Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

-Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (AU) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]. ... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ' s approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest~ 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the AI.J concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and .horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by DEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P M-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pwnp test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PM-1 Application-be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur~ 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that ''no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate~ · 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 
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Date )- 1/-11 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county~ 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] ... . " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to deternrine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission deternrines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline'; 

WhereasJ the ED,s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6~ page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class m Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlifo resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge·(ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQJ may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the AU concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC' s proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive'' and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert wi1ness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that '11o well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline''; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ' s approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class m Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; · 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public lntere.st Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its btirden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
· authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that .. . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution.,, (Tex. Water Code § 27.051 (a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] . ... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
.aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC' s proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible . 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA -1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC' s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ bas never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

· Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (''ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that .. no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
) regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ bad ample 

statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR0307S. 

Signature~~ 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlift resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the AU concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the AU concluded ''that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] .... '' 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test . .. to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
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Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur, 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ID Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 
~ 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
·:and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp .. failed to meet its burden of proof in both pennit applications (UR0307S 
& UR0307SP AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all ofthe information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution.'' (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the AU concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .. .. '' 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test .. . to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission detennines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied';; (Pr.oposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural sales in 
Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic purposes by citizens 
of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use and installation 
of injection weBs are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that Uranium Energy Corp. 
failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 & UR03075P AA 1 ), and therefore, both 
applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may authorize a mining 
operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the [TCEQ] review all of the 
information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water can be adequately protected from 

__ pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the application may not 
be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and may contaminate 
a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW) .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed aquifer exemption 
area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be remanded for UEC to 
conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest Fault is sealed or.transmissive" and 
"if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the 
Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
Whereas, UEC' s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed the 
consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that consumption 
of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the TCEQ 
records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium and other 
:~onstituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of groundwater ceases 
once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents; 



Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample results were 
found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining provided 
by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 
testimony of David Murcy) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to regulation had a 
significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the EPA to 
oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) 
Class III Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075. 

Signature 

Address 

County 

\Date 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural sales in 
Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic purposes by citizens 
of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use and installation 
of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that Uranium Energy Corp. 
failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 & UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both 
applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may authorize a mining 
·operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the [TCEQ] review all of the 
information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water can be adequately protected from 
pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the application may not 
be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and may contaminate 
a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] . ... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed aquifer exemption 
area may be adversely impacted by DEC's proposed in situ uranium activities." 

Whereas, ''the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be remanded for UEC to 
conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest Fault is sealed or transmissive" and 
"if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the 
Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed the 
consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that consumption 
of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the TCEQ 
records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium and other 
:onstituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of groundwater ceases 
once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents; 



Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which fmal sample results were 
found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; ., 
Whereas, the ED,s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining provided 
by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 
testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to regulation had a 
significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the EPA to 
oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) 
Class m Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075. 

s~ .. v(Q~~ 
Print Name ffi\\,Pi S\0 kc \ f\ ·CC\ 

Address \ L\ ~59 \\) \ A S \-\.,.o >A \ g,3 
\jo~o~~;Tx 

County 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlifo resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural sales in 
Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic purposes by citizens 
of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use and installation 
of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that Uranium Energy Corp. 
failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 & UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both 
applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may authorize a mining 
operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the [TCEQ] review all of the 
information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water can be adequately protected from 
pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(aX3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated '~e application may not 
be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded '~at mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and may contaminate 
a Underground Source ofDrinking Water (USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ·~t USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed aquifer exemption 
area may be adversely impacted by DEC's proposed in situ uranium activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be remanded for UEC to 
conduct a Northwest Fault pump test .. . to determine whether the Northwest Fault is sealed or transmissive" and 
"if the Commission detennines that such remand is not feasible or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the 
Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
Whereas, DEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed the 
consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that consumption 
of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and le~ to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the TCEQ 
records, the TCEQ has never·denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium and other 
~onstituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (''ED") testified that all monitoring of groundwater ceases 
once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents; 



Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that '"no well field for which final sample results were 
found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 
\ 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining provided 
by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 
testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to regulation had a 
significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the EPA to 
oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) 
Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075. 

Signature 

Address 

County 

.Date 
I I 



PETITION 

l'o: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural sales in 
Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic purposes by citizens 
of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use and installation 
of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that Uranium Energy Corp. 
failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 & UR03075P AAI ), and therefore, both 
applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (AU) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may authorize a mining 
operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the [TCEQ] review all of the 
information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water can be adequately protected from 
.pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated ''the application may not 
be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the AU concluded ''that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and may contaminate 
a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed aquifer exemption 
area may be adversely impacted by UEC' s proposed in situ uranium activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be remanded for UEC to 
conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest Fault is sealed or transmissive" and 
"if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the 
Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed the 
consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that consumption 
of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the TCEQ 
records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium and other 

· xmstituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of groundwater c.eases 
once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow high~r concentrations of constituents; 



Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample results were 
found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining provided 
by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 
testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to regulation had a 
significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the EPA to 
oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) 
Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075. 

S~amre L ~ ;fz · 
PrintName7flt7A?.45 ANflfifJ) '"Je. 
Address S13 / ST. JII()/fJJA Y J/9 

• 
County -=W"'""'IJ ......... /;'-L.A.:....c:!J..___ ________ _ 

'nate JJ /# }AIJJ/ 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primacy economic engines of 
Goliad county; · 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 

' & UR03075P AA 1 ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated ''the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''th;~t USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities.'' 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature 

Print Name _......:.k-.!..-cc_t"'_o....:...~=--....:....A....!..:....r....:....IL.....;()=---1 cL _____ _ 
Address ;:;,a DDbsk-t&v//1-e- /{d. 'lork-fot;Jrv /X 76/~tf v ) ) 
County ~I ia_~ 

Date J-/1-:LCJ!/ 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated ''the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the AU concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



Whereast UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereast expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereast expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony ofDavidMurry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature 

J~o tJo~.s 1Lr f/LLL& #Lt?, yo~/611JIV 1)<. If/ t Lf , Address 

County 6 0 L-£-,.q.o 

Date /I -t"Jo;J II 

2 



PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AAl ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (AU) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that . . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(aX3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by DEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the AU recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for DEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



Whereas, DEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class ill Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature &Qn" -6 < .aJ£J,' tk: 
Print Name B(Lr ba.,rq Au d//et 
Address I ?24b 5 flw!j /$3 Jt2tkfnwn 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, :Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of 
Goliad county~ 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County~ 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer~ 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075P AA1 ), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b ]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.051(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW] .... " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive'' and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



Whereas, UEC' s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining; 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ' s approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class m Underground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature 

Print Name '-C:> ()-<, rrfA. $ A- v J /I e -f 

Address I ZJ'L 0 S:.: !!& r IRJ 'fEJ?kTo 0 'v_; 7e )a 

County De W/ r 7 

Date /-;/- // 
I 
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Whereas, UEC expert witness regarcliJl'g n:~·gatlve ilnpacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

. :~ .~ ; .• -.. . ~ ,. .· ··--.;_ ·. . ; .. _ : _: -- , ;~:.· · · ~- . ,, ~ - ;·,< · ~! . ::·· 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations ofuranium and otb.er:constituentsto remain in the groundwater post mining tha.ri'. 
existed prior to mining; · , · : i. ' 

Whereas, expert •witness for the£xecutive.Director • ("ED~~) testified that all pionitoring of;. ·' 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow highercoiicentratioris-of;:.i 
constituents; 

~- ;_ < ·. .. 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects ofuranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest • (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) :·. , · · : ·: ~' . . :·' , · · ""·· 

) '',"; 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review ofTCEQ summarized that TCEQ' s approach to 
regulationhada>significant.implementation•problem,further:statirtgthat·TCEQ .. hadample·1·' ;, ··; . i' 
statutOry leeway to regulate; · " · > • • ; · ·. · : '·> 

. ' , _.,_ 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned. resident ofGoliad County, Texas:or:adjaeent county - ~ ·· 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption PermiUn conjunction with • · ' 
Uranium Energy Corp.'S(UEC)Ciass m Underground Injection Control PermJt . 
Application UR03075. 

~- . .. 

sq:nature . W qc;,Jfd9;c6 , 
. ' .. · ' . . t./ . . . . ' . 

PrintName J9 )Jo;J T u/3~de 

, ,: ' 

Address . .lL/--7 ~ttl. · F'h"' /Cft'J · 

County Oro Jia d 
.• · 

'-h:Y k f~w )'() · Ty · ·· ··7 i lt, '/ 
I . . _; 

: . . · ; . . -'_ .; ·, - : _. ( . ·· ; 

Date /- llD~ IL 

. ~ t.~-

,.: ; . ' . . ~-. : ~~f-/ 

) 
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PETITION 
.... 

. - ~ . . . ; ~ 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production: and heritage tourism are the . .primary economic. engines of .. , " 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources·accountfor 89 percent oftouu agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; , . .. ·, ,, ; .·, 

. ·-- ... · • j :~ :<; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; · .·; . . · . . ·:; ' · , : . ~ - ·· ·, ~ 

• ' ! 
.:_.' .·· . 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; · . . . · " · · ·· 

.. , ~ .. 
Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest .Council stated in their closing arguments .that the use; 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

. ·, . : ·, .. 
Whereas, the Office of the .Public. ·Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that. , ;·,· • ::: , 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03Q7.5 ,~ 
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining:operation by injection of pollutants-into an aquifer, the law requires.that:th¢ ': 
[TCEQ]review all: of the :information availableto;ellSure that '.';; ,ground and-surface· :fresh, wa,ter 
can be adequately ·protected,:from pollution." (Iex. Water Code § 27.051 ( a)(3); ,,. . . . : '~ ·. · , ,,_:. ; · 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of gr~undw~er.'' '. . .J. 

. . /0-o. ~ /\./~---. · .. .. J ; C L . 
Whereas, the ALJ concluded ''that mining fluids m~y migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Undergroun4 f>ourc~ ofDritlki~ ~~S~. ~.' _9 -r : · .. . . ' ' ,. ·: · . 

Where~~; the ALJ concluded ~~t,:\JrDWs ~J~olia<i County and.outs~~~-'thF proposed .. 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC's proposed in situ uranium 

• • • " i , 1 
actiVIties. _ . . . . . . .. _b l) i J. r· -~. • 

Whereas, ''the ALJ recommends that the Mine Applicati,Qn and theiP M-t:Applic~tion be ·,. · ' 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test". ~. to det~nnine ·whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 
Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur; 
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PETITION 

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas 

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engine's of 
Goliad county; 

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural 
sales in Goliad County; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water 
aquifer; 

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use 
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; 

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that 
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both pennit applications (UR03075 
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; 

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that "[b]efore the [TCEQ] may 
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the 
[TCEQ] review all of the infonnation available to ensure that -. . . ground and surface fresh water 
can be adequately protected from pollution." (Tex. Water Code§ 27.05l(a)(3); 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated "the 
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater." 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and 
may contaminate a Underground Source ofDrinking Water [USDW] .. . . " 

Whereas, the ALJ concluded "that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed 
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC' s proposed in situ uranium 
activities." 

Whereas, "the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the P AA-1 Application be 
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest 
Fault is sealed or transmissive" and "if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible 
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be 
denied"; (Proposal for Decision at 138) 

1 



Whereas, UEC's expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never 
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur~ 

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that 
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. 

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on 
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher 
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than 
existed prior to mining~ 

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED") testified that all monitoring of 
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of 
constituents; 

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that "no well field for which final sample 
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline"; · 

Whereas, the ED's expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium 
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public 
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony ofDavid Murry) 

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ' s approach to 
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample 
statutory leeway to regulate; 

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county 
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with 
Uranium Energy Corp.'s (UEC) Class IDUnderground Injection Control Permit 
Application UR03075. 

Signature ~I?Yk:Cf/-· '~ ~ 
Print Name C LA f... E U ~f.. L !=-/?. tP f/Mk/5- A 

' 

Address 1-1-41 E F 1'0 8 ~ -L/- I'X 7) J bLf 

County ~ TEKA f 
-

Date II -p)J // 
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